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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 11, 12, 24, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Greaves et al U.S. Patent Number 7,7072,056. 

Re Claims 1, 2, 11, 12, 16, 17, 24, and 25, fig. 1 teaches a Jetsend 
sending device 12 (an electronic system; Personal Computer) communication 
with a Destination Device (a device) 14 via Jetsend Gateway device 10 (an 
interface unit), wherein communication protocol A is between 12 and 10 (a 
second protocol) and communication protocol B is between 10 and 12 (a first 
protocol). The Jetsend Gateway Device includes communication protocol B (a 
device communication module) for communicating with the Destination device 
using communication protocol B (the first protocol) and communication protocol A 
(a system communication module) for communicating with the Jetsend sending 
Device using the communication protocol A (the second protocol) (See col. 4, 
lines 43 +). Fig. 3 teaches the detail function of the CPU 24 (a translation unit) 
whereby the CPU is operatively connection to both protocols for performing the 
protocol translation. Greaves fails to explicitly teach the communication protocol 
B (first protocol) is wireless. However, Greaves teaches that the various 
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communication protocol can be used for communication between the devices 
(See col. 2, lines 60-65). One skilled in the art recognizes that IEEE LAN also 
includes wireless LAN protocols. One skilled in the art would have been 
motivated to modify the wired LAN protocol with the wireless protocol to enable 
device to be mobile within the range of the WLAN. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one ordinary skilled to modify the communication protocol to wireless 
to be mobile. 

In view of the "wherein the electronic system does not have to be aware of 
the first protocol to be in communication with the device", the Jetsend sending 
device (the electronic system) does not have to be aware of the WLAN protocol 
(the first protocol) to be in communication with Destination device (the device) 
because the translation performed by the Jetsend Gateway Device. 
3. Claims 3-7, 10, 13-15, 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Greaves et al U.S. Patent Number 7,7072,056 in view of Bork 
U.S. Patent Number 6,255,800. 

Re Claims 3, 13, Greaves fail teaches that the fails to teach, "the second 
protocol is USB to connect with the Jetsend Gateway. However, Bork teaches in 
fig. 14, the PC10 connected to the 46 over USB. One skilled in the art would 
have been motivated to include the translation function of Bork into the CPU of 
Greave to be adaptive to different protocols. One skilled in the art recognizes 
advantages of implementing the USB connectivity includes having rapid transfer 
ratio, easily-mount, hot-plug, and supporting various peripheral devices, that 
further includes most all PC system and notebook system. 
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Re Claims 4, 19, and 26, further teaches the Bluetooth LM & LC (a 
peripheral detection and connection module). 

Re Claims 5, 20, and 27, Bork teaches fig. 19, a Bluetooth radio (a 
Bluetooth radio) operatively connected to the LM & LC (the peripheral detection 
and connection module) and Bluetooth HC (the communication module) wherein 
46 shows a Bluetooth protocol stack. 

Re Claims, 6, 21, wherein the Bluetooth protocol supports 
multiplexing/demultiplexing over the LM layer, wherein the arrangement is further 
connected to the Bluetooth/USB firmware (the translation unit). 

Re Claims 7, 10, 28, Bork teaches a fig. 19, the USB Device Controller (a 
USB interface) operatively connected to the USB Firmware (the USB protocol 
stack), wherein the protocol stack is modified into the Gateway of Greave. 

Re Claims 14, 15, wherein the Bluetooth protocol enables Service 
Discovery protocol to detect the type of device. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 16-23 are allowed. 

5. Claims 8, 9 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable 
subject matter: 

In combination with claims 1,7,8, prior art fails to teach the USB 
multiplexing/demultiplexing. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 1/27/07 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Re Claims 1, 11, 24, applicant argues that, "wherein the electronic system 
does not have to be aware of the first protocol to be in communication with the 
device". However, Examiner disagrees. 

"wherein the electronic device... does not have to be" is optional language, 
See MPEP 21 1 1 .04[R-3]. Hence, it is optional whether the electronic device 
does or does not have to be aware. 

In view of Greaves, the Sending device (electronic device) does not have 
to be aware of the communication protocol (first protocol) of Destination device 
(the device) because protocol translation is performed by the Gateway. 

In particular, Applicant argues that Sending device is aware of the 
communication protocol that destination device is using. Examiner disagrees. 
Had the Sending device was "aware" of the communication protocol of the 
destination device; the Gateway would have not been needed. Meaning, had the 
communication protocol was known, the sending protocol would have translated 
the communication protocol accordingly. 

Applicant argues that Greaves does not teach any advantage for mobility. 
This advantage is recognized over one ordinary skilled. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Andrew Lee whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 
8:30AM to 6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Wellington Chin can be reached on 571-272-3134. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



ANDREW C. LEE 
PRIMARY PATENT EXAMINER 




